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AN AMERICAN CATHOLIC CHURCH FOR AMERICAN 
CATHOLICS 


Christ’s Mission has always been a friend of the Catholic 
peoples, both at large and as individuals, and including both 
priests and laity. And although the late Father O’Connor was 
regarded as an enemy of the Church by many priests and lay- 
men, many others (of both orders) knew otherwise at first hand, 
both by correspondence and by personal intercourse. 

And to-day Christ’s Mission exists to promote the best wel- 
fare of Roman and other Catholics, primarily, of course, in its 
desire to place evangelical truth before them as individuals; but 
that fact does not prevent it from showing earnest sympathy 
with any movement looking to the welfare of Catholics as 
a body, especially of one that promises to improve the relations 
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between them and the other members of the American body 
politic, whether affiliated with religious denominations or not. 


Dr. BAILEY’s SERMON. 


Such a movement has been definitely inaugurated by the Rev. 
Edwin D. Bailey, D.D., pastor of the Prospect Heights Presby- 
terian Church, Brooklyn, N. Y., in a sermon preached on Sun- 
day, April 7, 1918, in which he pointed out certain features of 
the Papal system as irreconcilably opposed to the ideals and in- 
stitutions which form part and parcel of the political and social 
fabric of this nation, and boldly suggested to the Roman Catholic 
laity in this country that they should repudiate certain features 
of the Papal system, cut themselves loose from the Vatican oli- 
garchy in Rome and establish “an American Catholic Church for 
the American Catholic people.” 

We published the essential passages,of this sermon in our 
last issue, and are pleased to say that the sermon entire has been 
published in pamphlet form, together with a copy of a letter from 
Dr. Bailey to Col. F. F. Sellers, the religious editor of the 
Brooklyn Eagle, and the text of an address prepared for delivery 
before the Presbyterian Ministers Association of New York 
City, May 20, 1918, by whom it was accorded an enthusiastic 
reception. 

Tue Protestant Review supports Dr. Bailey’s proposition 
for the following reasons: 

I. The repudiation of the Vatican claims to temporal suprem- 
acy would, in the minds of the American public at large, lift it 
to the same plane in the religious life of the country as that of 
the Protestant bodies. Large numbers of people who hold aloof 
from “anti-Catholic” agitation of any kind yet have a lurking 
suspicion that where there is in evidence so much smoke made 
by the so-called “patriotic” press there must be some fire. This 
suspicion was deepened by the total absence of religious or even 
ethical feeling in the Pope’s Peace Plea last year ; while the openly 
hostile stand against England and Canada first, and, secondarily, 
against all the Allies (including the United States) taken by the 
Roman hierarchies in Quebec and Ireland with regard to con- 
scription laws has convinced many persons that the Vatican has 
carefully selected the time for striking successful blows on be- 
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half of the Central Powers, to coincide with the German drive 
on the Western front. Such people read some of the news 
despatches that the Vatican had no hand in the actions of the 
hierarchies named, and that the priests of Rome have acted 
merely as individuals, etc., as merely sardonic jokes that could 
not be seriously expected to find credence with anybody who knew 
the first thing about the power of the Vatican organization and 
the extent to which every priest’s bread and butter even—to say 
nothing of his career in the Church—is in the hands of his ecclesi- 
astical superiors. 

II. The repudiation of the Vatican would leave the American 
Catholic Church free to emancipate itself from a mass of Canon 
law and Papal procedure that tells heavily against the intellectual 
progress of the laity. Of these perhaps the most conspicuous is 
the Index Librorum Prohibitorum, on which have been placed 
a large percentage of the best historical and philosophical books 
that have been written during the last four centuries in a dozen 
countries. 

The removal of this incubus alone would enable the average 
Catholic layman to learn something at least of the history of his 
Church in so far as the Vatican has had the power to use kings, 
princes and armies for the promotion of the aims of the sev- 
eral Popes. 

The new Church could emancipate the priests, for instance, 
from the spy system connected with the working out of the 
[:neyclical Pascendi of Pope Pius X, it could ignore the Motu 
Proprio Quantavis diligentia of the same Pope—as also the decree 
Ve Temere that has been such a a source of friction between 
Catholics and their non-Catholic neighbors. 

It could also repudiate the Syllabus of Errors of Pope Pius 
IX (1864) and all the Encyclicals of Pope Leo XIII in which 
\merican fundamental principles of civil and religious liberty 
ire categorically condemned, one by one. 

In this connection they could also demonstrate their Ameri- 
canism by turning their attention to the parochial schools. At 
the present time it must be assumed that all the teachers stand 
ior, and stand by, if they do not actually teach, the political doc- 
trines stated in these documents. This state of things they could 
doubtless find a way to remedy in due course of time. 
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III. The repudiation of the Vatican would enable the Ameri- 
can Church to make a system of conducting its own affairs as 
regards property and the appointment or election of priests, in 
harmony with democratic principles. If the present holders of 
Church property proved contumacious, the remedy would be very 
simple—just to leave them responsible for the property—and 
the obligations—and start out anew, with the sympathy and prac- 
tical aid of all their fellow-citizens round about them. 

IV. The repudiation of the Vatican would remove the ele- 
ment of alienism from the Church itself—and also from all the 
honors and preferments of its priests. As things are now Catholi- 
cism stands before the nation as a religion “made in Italy” and 
run by a group of cunning Italian priests for the benefit of them- 
selves and nobody else. 

V. If American Catholics want a pepe of their own, we are 
sure that the priests of this country are quite as equal to the task 
of electing one as any college of Cardinals in Rome—with one 
advantage, if no more, that an American pope will have first- 
hand knowledge of what American ideals and conditions are. 
And if our Catholic friends want an “infallible” pope, we are sure 
that any body of priests selected to elect a pope will be quite as 
competent to transform a fallible priest of 9 o’clock into an 
infallible pope at 9.15, as ever was the Vatican Council in 1870 
to perform this feat. 

VI. Another minor advantage would be that there would 
be no need for further contributions of Peter’s Pence to Rome. 
That money could be used for the maintenance of their own 
people, and nobody would need to be continually reminded that 
the original Peter’s Pence was the purchase money paid by King 
Henry II to Pope Adrian IV when the latter sold out the Irish 
people to the Plantagenet king. 


CERTAIN PREVALENT OPINIONS. 


Those who know most about the Roman Church as an organi- 
zation think as follows about it: 


1. That the Church consists of three distinct entities or bodies. 

(a) The “Vatican,” using that word to embrace the Pope 
and the (for practical purposes) entirely Italian oligarchy that 
governs the whole body throughout the world. 
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(b) The hierarchy—the body of clergy of all ranks every- 
where. 


(c) The laity, or membership. 


2. That the Vatican is, first, last and all the time, a polit- 
ical organization whose chief aim is the political and material 
aggrandizement of the men composing it, and using the hierarchy 
and laity as tools for the promotion of its own ends. 


« 


3. That this body is entirely “alien” in character, not merely 
because its membership is made up so preponderatingly of Ital- 
ians, but because its fundamental principles, as set forth by 
Popes Pius IX, Leo XIII and Pius X—to mention only the last 
three Popes before Pope Benedict X V—are directly antagonistic 
to those upon which our political and social systems are based. 

4. That while the Roman Catholic laity in the United States 
continues to reiterate its “allegiance” (a word that is in itself a 
political term, and not an ecclesiastical one), it lays itself open 
to the suspicion that under certain circumstances a sufficiently 
large percentage might take action in conflict with the interests 
of this country. 

This feeling is strengthened not merely by the frequency with 
which Catholic societies pass resolutions emphasizing allegiance 
to the Holy See and their desire for the Restoration of the Tem- 
poral Power (camouflaged under the phrase “independence of 
the Holy See”), but by such action as the introduction into Con- 
gress of measures for interference with the liberty of the press; 
interference with liberty of speech, as in the Hague-Slattery 
episode in Jersey City a year or two ago, and similar action by 
Catholic public officials in near-by cities about the same time; 
and by Catholic laymen at Oelwein, Ia., Carbondale, Pa., and 
other places. 


5. That it is not in any sense an insult to the “Catholic peo- 
ile” to express the opinion that the Pope is using certain means 
it his command to aid the Central Powers in the present war, 
because there is no reason to suppose that the Catholic laity in 
this country (or any other) is at one with the Vatican in its polit- 
ical policies. There is no reason whatever to suppose that the 
Pope represents the whole “Church”—or even thewhole hierarchy, 
for example, in the overt action taken by the hierarchies of Que- 
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bec and in Ireland to obstruct the prosecution of the war by 
England and France. The Beatification of Oliver Plunket on 
St. Patrick’s Day may well be taken to show the Vatican approval 
of any plan then under way by the Sinn Fein priest-controlled 
movement in Ireland, looking to co-operation with any German 
forces that might be landed in Ireland, because the Archbishop 
thus honored was executed in 1681 after conviction on a charge 
of taking part in a conspiracy to land a French force in that 
country. 

That the suggestions put out from Rome and other quarters 
that the hierarchy in any country is free to act independently of 
the Vatican, or that priests can do as they please on public ques- 
tions without regard to their superiors are looked upon as almost 
ridiculous efforts to impose on the credulity of the public in 
Great Britain and the United States; that there is not a priest 
in this country who would dare to upheld the principle of sep- 
aration of Church and State from his pulpit or to express doubt 
as to the wisdom of the Restoration of the Temporal Power in 
a letter to a newspaper. He would surely hear from his Bishop 
within a week, if he did. It is safe to say that Cardinal Gibbons 
himself has a somewhat unpleasant recollection connected with 
his visit to Rome in 1908 along this line. 

That the Roman organization makes it impossible to know 
what the real “mind” of the laity in any given city is on such 
matters; but we do not believe for a moment that Dr. Bailey’s 
recent sermon in Brooklyn wounded the tenderest susceptibilities 
of any considerable percentage of all the Catholics in that city, 
although the Tablet writer would like to have us believe that they 
were all suffering keen mental anguish caused by it. 

Even as things are now nobody who knows anything of the 
Roman system ever accepts statements of priests as in any sense 
representing the sentiments of their people, however much unin- 
formed people may accept them as such. 


THE VATICAN DRIVES AGAINST OUR ALLIES 

By the word “Vatican” in this caption we refer exclusively 
to Pope Benedict XV and the Roman Curia, although the word, 
in the circumstances of the case, necessarily covers the Cardinals, 
Archbishops, Bishops and priests who carried out the wishes of 
the Italian priests “higher up.” The laity of no country is in- 
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" (DOWN with ) 


ENGLAND — 
HOORAY FoR 


He Aims at One of Our Allies, but He Really Hits Uncle Sam. 
[Caption ours; cartoon from Ohio paper.] 


cluded in what follows; so that no Catholic layman in the world 
need feel “insulted” because notice is taken of the action of a 
group of Italian priests thousands of-miles away. 

The well-timed attack from the rear against Canada, Eng- 
land and France primarily, and, secondarily, against the United 
States, that may be said to have been started—so far as the Pope 
himself was concerned—on St. Patrick’s Day, has evidently 
caused considerable perturbation among American Catholics. 

On St. Patrick’s Day, in Rome, the Papal decree for the beati- 
hceation of Oliver Plunket, Archbishop of Armagh, was read, and 
its military significance lies in the fact that the Archbishop was 
executed after conviction of taking part in a conspiracy to land 
| French army in Ireland—an enterprise precisely similar to that 
ior which a number of Sinn Fein leaders are now interned in 
|-ngland. 


At the present moment the Sinn Fein movement is practically 
entirely in the hands of the Roman hierarchy in Ireland, and 
that hierarchy is, of course, entirely in the hands of the Roman 
Curia; and no one who has any knowledge of the Roman ma- 
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chine will be deceived for an instance by any of the childish 
statements in the papers about the right of priests to exercise 
personal liberty, the ignorance of the Vatican that any particular 
action was to be taken on any particular day, etc. 

The extent to which the Sinn Fein is, in effect, a Papal army 
may be gathered from press despatches in our own papers. On 
April 20, 27 out of 30 bishops had signed the manifesto against 
conscription and they had given directions to the parish priests 
to administer pledges to nine-tenths of the entire Catholic popu- 
lation (N. Y. Sun). Two days later another message to the 
same paper said: ‘To-morrow’s industrial tie-up will partake 
almost of the nature of a religious observance. The fact that 
practically every priest in Ireland spoke to his Catholic congre- 
gation yesterday, urging passive resistance to the draft, imbues 
the whole proceeding with new significance.” Three days later 
(Evening Sun) priests were “directing the collection of a “na- 
tional defence fund’ in some districts assessing 10 per cent. of 
the valuation.” 

A despatch to the New York Times, April 26, said: “The 
Bishops and clergy go with the Pope, and the people being already 
Sinn Feiners are only too eager to go in such a direction with the 
bishops and clergy.” And the pro-German purpose is shown by 
the next sentence, which says “the result would have been the 
same if a Dublin Parliament had enacted conscription unani- 
mously.” 

The official Press Bureau statement (N. Y. Globe, May 25) 
said it was shown that negotiations between the Sinn Fein heads 
and Germany had been mutually continuous for three and a half 
years, and that plans for another rising in connection with the 
German offensive on the West front were maturing and a new 
shipment of arms was imminent. On Oct. 17, 1917, Mr. De 
Valera had said that he could see no hope of a successful rebellion 
in Ireland except through a German invasion of England and 
landing of troops in Ireland, of which project the Pope can be 
said by inference to have now given his approval by the beatifica- 
tion of Oliver Plunket, executed for his share in exactly the same 
kind of enterprise. 

In view of the action of the Pope and the Irish hierarchy, 
whatever Cardinal Farley’s personal sympathies may be, it is not 
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strange that he took no action to prevent a Carmelite priest from 
presiding at a Sinn Fein meeting in New York on May 4, where 
characteristic speeches abusive of one of the Allies of the United 
States in the war were delivered. 

On the 10th Mrs. F. C. Barlow, a member of a New York 
Loyalty Committee, delivered a letter of protest at the door of 
the Rectory of St. Patrick’s Cathedral. Receiving no reply she 
sent a second a week later by registered mail, the return slip 
showing that it had been received by Mgr. Carroll. On the 17th 
Mrs. Barlow received a letter from the monsignor saying that 
Cardinal Farley had told the Carmelite priest that he would not 
be permitted to remain in the archdiocese if he attempted to pre~ 
side at any more such meetings. 

The value of the Cardinal’s action, however, seems to have 
been somewhat impaired by the statement (according to the 
New York World) that if Cardinal Farley had known that his 
letter to Mrs. Barlow was to be made public it would never have 
heen written. 

That at least some of the priests in the Brooklyn diocese stand 
with the Pope and the Irish hierarchy in the Sinn Fein movement 
is suggested by the statement in the Tribune, May 25, that Bishop 
\McDowell had warned all the priests of that city not to take 
part in any Sinn Fein demonstrations. 

One or two Papal organs here try to confuse the issue by 
referring to the services being rendered to the Allied cause in 
many countries by “Catholics.” 

The Catholic laity in no country has any hand in the conduct 


of Vatican affairs and are not connected with them in any sense, 
ind are certainly not to be blamed in matters as to which they are 


never consulted. 


THE VATICAN TREACHERY AGAINST ITALY. 
In the New York Il’atchman-Examiner of June 13 was a 
letter from Rev. Dr. D. G. Whittingill, of Rome, in which he said: 
“During three years of war the Italian army has given un- 
uestionable proofs of courage and of fighting efficiency on a 
hattle-field the natural difficulties of which are greater than those 
if any other country. How, then, are we to explain this sudden 
and wholly unexpected retreat of the Italians last October after 
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two and one-half years of victorious fighting? The matter is 
not difficult for those who live here and know Italy’s internal 
conditions. Almost the entire blame may be credited to the 
Vatican! It is a well-known fact that the Papacy is a friend, 
secretly if not openly, to the Central Empires. The defeat of 
Italy, to say nothing of that of the other allied nations, would 
probably bring temporal and territorial advantage to the Vatican. 
Ever since 1870 the Vatican has been intriguing and doing every- 
thing legitimate (and shall I say illegitimate?) to regain its lost 
temporal possessions. This horrible war has seemed a propitious 
opportunity for it to accomplish long-cherished designs. Priests, 
both high and low, including a prelate, have been recently con- 
demned to death by a military tribunal in Rome for acts of con- 
spiracy against the Government! 

“The repeated communications of the Pope regarding ‘peace’ 
have without doubt aimed to undermine the morale of the Italian 
army and people. It is reported on uhdoubted authority that 
some Roman Catholic chaplains at the front have done their 
best to discourage the war. For several months before the 
famous retreat thousands of copies of the Pope’s message con- 
cerning peace were distributed by Vatican agents at the front, 
exhorting soldiers not to fight and promising them a speedy treaty 
in the near future. So efficient was this propaganda that the 
soldiers at Caporetto refused to fight when the enemy began the 
offensive. This happened at a point where the Italian line was 
furnished with cannon of every calibre as ‘thick as the leaves 
of Vallombrosa.’ There has been, up to the present, no other 
adequate explanation of this disaster except this, which every 
well-informed Italian knows to be true.” 


A PAPAL ORGANIZATION IN AUSTRALIA. 


In view of the fact that a measure resembling the conscrip- 
tion bills opposed by the Pope’s representatives of high rank in 
Canada and Ireland was defeated in Australia not long ago, this 
quotation from a Melbourne paper is both suggestive and illumi- 
nating. It is taken from The Protestant — Washington, 
D. C., December, 1913: 

“We e are going to organize and deal with our opponents in the 
most effective way—that is, by the ballot-box. It is all very well 
for Mr. Cleary [president of the Catholic Federation of New 
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South Wales] to tell me that the federation is not political. 
I tell you itis. He is right when he says that we are not going 
to identify ourselves with any political party. We are going to 
sell ourselves to the highest bidder. We shall be in the market 
by and by. I have for a great many years been voting Labor, 
but that does not mean that I am for the Labor ticket all the 
time. I will vote another ticket to-morrow if it suits me. I take 
- it that is the motto of the federation.” [Italics ours. ]|—Rev. 
M. J. O’Reilly, President of St. Stanislaus College, in an address 
delivered in Sts. Michael and John’s Cathedral, Bathurst, N. S. 
W., and reported in the Melbourne Argus, July 29, 1913. 


DEMOCRACY, AUTOCRACY AND ROMANISM 


BY REV. EDWIN D. BAILEY, D.D., BROOKLYN. 
{Abridged from an address delivered in New York, May 20, 1918.] 

Your Papal See, Sovereign Pontiff, is the most exclusive despotism, the most 
absolute autocracy, the most humiliating tyranny, that still defies public opinion 
and outrages the conscience of mankind. Under the rules of that tyranny 
you may expect the world to return only when the world shall have gone uni- 
versally insane, and when its present passion for Liberty shall have appeared 
to it as but a drunken dream. If ever we may give way to a bitter temper, it 
is when a foreign tyrant sends to our free shores the message in the name of 
God Almighty that we are slaves. If ever we may rightly speak in the heat of 
indignation it is when our self-respect is violated by a cabal of irresponsible 
Italians, who hate our institutions, gird at our freedom and scorn the courte- 
ous petitions we send to them.—‘‘Letters to His Holiness Pope Pius X” (writ- 
ten by “an active priest for many years’’), 1910. 


Democracy IN History. 

Democracy has a lineage. It appears in Jewish history, finds 
its chief champion in Jesus Christ, rears its head in Greece, tri- 
umphs for a time in Rome,.contends for its rights in middle 
Europe, establishes itself in France, becomes dominant in the 
British Isles and wins its supreme victory in America. Our 
Declaration of Independence, setting forth that all men are born 
free and equal, sounded the death-knell of autocracy and gave 
the lie to the doctrine of “divine right” by which kings and 
priests oppressed the people. 

Autocracy has retained a supreme hold on three great 
countries, while Democracy has also gained a complete tri- 
umph in three great countries, namely, France, Great Britain 
and the United States. These three countries are now the cham- 
pions of democracy in this world-struggle. But they are not 
alone. Twenty countries have declared war on Germany, show- 
ing that the world is alive to the significance of the conflict. 
The world waits in breathless anxiety the outcome of the strug- 


gle. It is a tragic hour in history. Waterloo was a pigmy in 
comparison. 
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ONE GREAT PERIL. 


In this struggle the greatest peril to our cause is not on the 
battle-fields of France. The peril is with the people at home. 
If the Central Empires will win it will not be in battle, but in 
intrigue. Russia has revealed the peril. What German armies 


could not do to Russian armies German intrigue and deception 
accomplished. 


In the population of most of the democratic countries of 
the world there are three classes of citizens who have European 
affiliations and sympathies which bias their judgment and influ- 
ence their action at critical moments in the struggle, namely, 
Germans, Socialists and Romanists. To the German peril we 
are already alive. We have had illustrations abundant both of 
their willingness and their power to injure our cause. As to 
socialism, Russia furnishes us with a painful example of the 
infinite danger from socialism on its anarchistic side. The dan- 
ger is not that it will become the ally of our enemies, but that it 
will become the tool. As to the Roman peril, Italy furnishes an 
example of what may happen. In the hour of Italy’s victory, 
when she was about to win the war for,herself and her allies, 
her armies turned back and would have delivered their country 
to the enemy, as Russia was delivered, had it not been for the 
quick action of Great Britain and France, a kind of action which, 
unfortunately, was not possible in the case of Russia. The mys- 
tery of the retreat of the Italian armies may never be fully cleared 
up, but practically every newspaper correspondent who investi- 
gated the matter turned and pointed a finger to the Vatican. 
Whatever the real facts are the peril was revealed to all the 
world, and we are fools if we do not learn our lesson. * * * 


This Papal claim [to supremacy] rests mainly on the inter- 
pretation of a passage of Scripture. The claim that Peter was 
the rock on which the Church was founded is refuted by Peter 
himself in a letter which he left on record, in which he tells us 
distinctly that the Lord was the Rock (I Peter ii, 3, 4). So also 
Paul understood it. The claim that Peter was to have successors 
clothed with authority to make laws finds not a shred of author- 
ity in the New Testament. The text itself says not a word about 
successors in the Apostolic office, Peter does not mention any 
successor in either of his epistles and no other New Testament 
writer ever refers to successors. Peter never assumed authority 
to make any law beyond the writings of the New Testament, and 
in his two epistles he does not mention Pope, Priest or Confes- 
sional. The same passage which is quoted to give law-making 
power gives also the power to release us from obligations and 
the omissions in Peter’s epistles must be interpreted as a release 
from priestly authority. 





THE PROTESTANT REVIEW 


THE SYMPATHIES OF THE VATICAN. 


That the sympathies of the Vatican are with the Central 
Powers and hot with us and our associates in the war is apparent 
beyond all dispute. The fact that the Vatican is itself an autoc- 
racy would be enough to determine where its interests are. If De- 
mocracy wins the war Roman autocracy goes down in the crash, 
It could not maintain itself in a world of Democracy. But other 
evidence of where its sympathies are is at hand. Its close rela- 
tions with Austria, its large Catholic party in the German Reichs- 
tag, the fact that the present German Chancellor is a Catholic, 
that the Vatican proposals for peace were in the interest of the 
Central Powers, that it maintains its attitude of hostility to the 
Italian Government, that it never condemned Germany for the 
invasion of Belgium or for the atrocities there, that it has never 
protested against the invasion of France and has not demanded 
in any of its propositions the return of the French provinces, 
that the hierarchy in Ireland and Canada has taken sides against 
the British Government, that American Catholics have aided the 
Irish rebellion and consorted in this country with German sym- 


pathizers—all these and many more facts show where the Vati- 
can sympathies are. 


PRESIDENT WILSON’S STATEMENT. 

Speaking of a concert of nations after the war for the preser- 
vation of peace, President Woodrow Wilson said in his address 
to Congress, April 3, 1917: “No autocratic government could 
be trusted to keep faith within it or observe its covenants.” This 

applies to Roman autocracy as well as all others. Autocracies 
are always intriguing to increase their power and advance their 
interests. A democracy is always at a disadvantage in dealing 
with an autocracy. Democratic methods are open and above 
board and work in the interests of the people; autocracies work 
under cover and for themselves only. If all other autocracies 
were to go down, and Roman autocracy were to survive, its 
power for evil would be enhanced a hundred fold. 


The greatest obstacle to the democratization of the world is 
oman autocracy. Mind, I don’t say the Roman Catholic Church, 
but Roman autocracy. It has been the greatest disturber of the 
peace of the world, the greatest intriguer known to any nation, 
the greediest aspirant for power, the most unfair and subtle in 
its methods. It is the greatest obstacle to the progress of the 
doctrine of equality. It is the one element that does not fuse in 
our composite population, the most aloof in its aims, the most 
alien in its attitude, the most suspicious in its political course. 
.ven the patriotism of American Catholics in the present great 
struggle has this reservation in it that somewhere and somehow 
in the course of the struggle or at the end of it they will be able 
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to turn their service to account in advancing the interests of their 
autocratic sovereign and his empire. This 1s not mere suspicion; 
it rests on substantial facts in evidence. 


An APPEAL TO AMERICAN CATHOLICS, 

There is but one remedy for this intolerable situation. Our 
American Catholics must renounce their foreign alliance. They 
must abandon their ambition to advance their foreign sovereign 
to a position of world-sovereignty. They have no more right to 
maintain such a foreign alliance than Germans have to work in 
the interest of the Kaiser. The two cases are exactly parallel 
and are fraught with the same peril to American interests. There 
is, of course, the possibility of a legal remedy in this country by 
so amending our naturalization laws as to compel all subjects 
of a foreign autocrat to renounce such sovereign as a condition 
of exercising the franchise. But it is undesirable to resort to 
such measures. It is in the power of American Catholics to 
voluntarily separate themselves from this entanglement and demo- 
cratize their Church to fit American conditions and American 
principles. There is no desire on the part of our American peo- 
ple to destroy the Catholic Church or linpit its freedom. What 
we object to is their autocratic government and their foreign 
alliance, and we have a right to object to this. It is in conflict 
with our American democracy, our American doctrine of equal- 
ity, our American institutions. And it is in conflict with the 
democracy of the New Testament. It is an anachronism, a sur- 
vival of medievalism, and a menace to the great cause of world- 
democracy for which all nations are now longing and struggling. 


SECRETARY’S NOTES 


Our subscribers are again reminded of the necessity of 
remitting subscriptions or donations per check, money or express 
order and of making the same payable to the order of Christ’s 
Mission or THE PROTESTANT REVIEW. 


Considerable difficulty has been experienced in depositing 
orders on the Mission account when made payable. to the offi- 
cers of the Mission, when these have not been at hand to affix 
the necessary endorsement. 


All such difficulties would be obviated and our work greatly 
lightened if our friends would kindly make note of and remit 
as above. 

Ordinary currency should not be enclosed in letters unless 
they are registered. 
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ROMAN CATHOLICS IN THE ARMY AND NAVY 


In his sermon at the Pan-American Mass in Washington 
last Thanksgiving Day, Bishop Russell is reported as having 
declared that one-third of the men in our army and navy were 
Roman Catholics. Monsignor Lavelle, at St. Patrick’s Cathe- 
dral, in this city on the same day gave the more moderate 
estimate of 25 per cent. When that difference of 8 per cent. 
comes to be applied to one or more million of men it will be 
seen that a large number of individuals is involved. No 
doubt as time goes on the percentage will continue to grow 
—on paper—according to the papal press agents. Nor are 
these statements mere buncombe; there is a definite object 
behind them. It must be borne in mind that so far as the 
Vatican is concerned, it has only one interest in the outcome 
of the war—the restoration of the Temporal Power. The fall 
of any empire, the destruction of republics, the crushing out 
of small nations—or their deliverance—any or all of these 
contingencies have no importance whatever in the eyes of the 
Vatican—officially, except as they bear on the one great ob- 
ject that the Roman Curia has in view. Some careful and 
well-informed students of European affairs have even charged 
the Papal agents in various lands with having brought on the 
war itself for the attainment of that end through their machi- 
nations, especially in Germany. Be that as it may, the members 
of the hierarchy in this country, so far as their official actions go 
(whatever their personal opinons may be), must do their utmost 
to forward the success of the Vatican plans. For years there 
has been no meeting or convention of importance of any Roman 
Catholic societies that has not passed, as the first of the resolu- 
tions adopted, one expressing renewed allegiance to the Pope 
and a desire for “the independence of the Holy See”—a 
euphemism for the Temporal Power. The first step in this 
direction, as things now stand, is to secure a seat at the Peace 
Conference for a Papal representative, and if the hierarchy in 
this country can: persuade the Government that its success in 
arms is largely due to soldiers and sailors whose “spiritual” 
and therefore highest allegiance is to the Pope, they will nat- 
urally feel that fact (if it exists) an important ground on which 
to base their demands. This nation can rest quite assured that 
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in due time “the bill” will be presented for the vigorous support 
from Papal palaces and pulpits given to recruiting officials, Lib- 
erty loans and other agencies for the prosecution of the war. 
In themselves, the fundamental principles of democracy are as 
odious to Roman Cardinals, Archbishops and Bishops here as 
to similar ecclesiastics in any other land, all of whom, in their 
official capacity, stand by the Encyclical Jmmortale Dei of Pope 
Leo XIII, and not at all by the Milwaukee speech of Archbishop 
Ireland in 1913, and the Gallican-like utterances of Colonel Cal- 
lahan, of the Federation of Catholic Societies. In the New 
Orleans “Morning Star,” of November 19, 1910, Bishop Morris, 
of Little Rock, Ark., was reported as saying to the convention 
of the Federation of Catholic Societies: “Your Federation does 
not mean that you wish to take any part in the government of 
the Church, for there is no place for laicism in the Catholic 
Church when there is a question of ecclesiastical government.” 
As therefore the hierarchy here, as well as the Vatican, are 
entirely opposed to “democracy” itself, both inside the Church 
and outside, there must be valid reason for the attitude taken by 
them in regard to the war, and the one explanation is that it has 
been decided that the best way to promote the return of the 
Temporal Power here is to support this Government. But the 
American Government and the American people will do well to 
be, according to an old saying, on their guard when “the Greeks 
come bringing gifts;” although it might perhaps be going a 
little too far to say with Voltaire in “La Henriade”: “Les dons 
d’un ennemi leur semblaient trop a craindre” (“To them it 
seemed that the gifts of an enemy were to be dreaded’). 


The Rt. Rev. E. J. Hanna, Auxiliary Bishop of San Francisco, 
at a reception tendered to him by the Knights of Columbus, in 
that city, said, after mentioning that the order had 100,000 strong 
men in its ranks: “As we are the inheritors of the earth, this 
glorious country is ours by right—it ought to be ours by right— 
by right of fighting and by right of conquest.s This is our in- 
heritance and it is our duty as Knights of Columbus to hold and 
to keep that inheritance which we found, won, and are making 
our own.’”—‘“The San Francisco Examiner,” and “San Francisco 
Post,” Jan. 9, 1913. 
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The Gospel in the Douay (Catholic) Bible 


The copy of the Douay Bible used here was 
published by JIohu Murphy Company, Publish- 
ers, Baltimore, New York, Printers to the Holy 
See. Bt bears the “Approbation” of Cardinal 
Gibbons, dated “Baltimore, Sept. 1, 1899,” in 
which Gis Eminence describes it as “an accurate 
reprint of the Rheims and Douay edition.” 


“Search the Scriptures, for you think 
in them ta have life everlasting; and the 
same are they that give testimony of me.”— 
Iohu v, 39. 


And after that John was delivered up, Jesus came 
into Galilee, preaching the gospel of the Kingdom of 
God, 

And saying: The time is accomplished, and the 
Kingdom of God is at hand: repent, and believe the 
gospel_—Mark i, 14, 15. 


Somewhat to my surprise I have found, in my copy of the 
Douay Bible, one text—quoted above—in which the word 
repent” is given, instead of “do penance,” as in a number of 
ther places in the New Testament. 

In Matthew iii, 3; Mark vi, 12; Luke xiii, 3; xvi, 30; xvii, 
}; Acts ii, 38; vili, 22; xvii, 30; xxvi, 20; Rev. i, 5, 16, 21, 22; 


2s 
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ili, 3, 19, the same word (metanoia), or its equivalent, is trans- 
lated, “do penance.” 

As I am neither a Greek scholar nor a theologian, I asked 
the assistance of a prominent pastor of New York City, who is 
both, and he generously devoted more than an hour of his time 
—and on a Saturday afternoon at that—to looking up all the 
foregoing texts in his Greek Testament in order to make sure 
that the same Greek word (or its equivalent) that is translated 
“repent” in Mark i, 14, 15, was used in all. 

The New Testament in question is entitled: “The Revised 
Text of the Greek New Testament,” by Westcott and Hart, 1882. 
Introduction by Philip Schaff. Harper, 1882. 

Incidentally, this learned friend of Christ’s Mission and its 
work expressed the opinion that there is no word in the whole 
Greek language that would express the idea conveyed in the 
words “do penance,” because there was absolutely nothing in 
any Greek religious or philosophical cult ‘in any way resembling 
the principle expressed—any more than there is in the teaching 
of Christ or His apostles. In fact, he described the whole doc- 
trine of which penance is a part as simply an invention by the 
priests to bring the laity more completely under their control. 

In this particular text, however, the Douay Bible renders the 
word correctly, and to that extent gives the Catholic people a true 
idea of the mind of Jesus towards them—and every man and 
woman on earth. 

Jesus delivered this particular message to the Jews, who were 
at that time relying on the sacrifices of the Temple for the for- 
giveness of their sins. And in this they were right, because in 
that Old Testament “dispensation” God accepted these at their 
hands, because they foreshadowed the Great Sacrifice for All 
men Once for All that Christ was to make of Himself on the 
day of the Crucifixion. 

That day was to mark the close of that “dispensation” and to 
usher in the New Testament “dispensation,” in which we live 
to-day, when 

1. Man’s Works were to be superseded by Faith; 

2. The Visible cult was to be superseded by the Invisible; 
3. The Material was to be superseded by the Spiritual ; 
4. The selected Priestly Order was to be superseded by the 
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universal priesthood of the Laity, referred to by St. 
Peter, when he says (1 Pet. ii, 5): “Be you also as liv- 
ing stones built up, a spiritual house, a holy priesthood, 
to offer up spiritual sacrifices, acceptable to God by Jesus 
Christ.” In the ninth verse of the same chapter, he also 
tells the laity to whom he writes that they are “a chosen 
generation, a kingly priesthood, a holy nation, a pur- 
chased people: that YOU may declare his virtues, who 
hath called you out of darkness into his marvelous light.” 

In other words, St. Peter himself in these verses says, in 
effect, that Jesus came to 

ABOLISH THE PRIEST—as an “INSTITUTION” 
in the sense that after His ascension not a single man was left 
on earth having any authority to stand between any individual 
and God, as did the Jewish priests under the Old Testament 
“dispensation.” 

It is to be noted that up to the day of the Crucifixion Jesus 
recognized and honored all the institutions of the Old “dispen- 
sation,” because He had not yet closed it by the Supreme Sac- 
rifice of Himself, thereby abolishing the necessity for any more 
‘typical” or “foreshadowing” material offerings. 

3ut it is to be noted that in the hour of His death the Vail 
f the Temple was rent in twain from the top to the bottom, 
hereby opening the way into the Holy of Holies for any man 
vho desired to approach God direct, without the aid or inter- 
ention of any priest. 

This “Vail” separated the Holy Place (into which only priests 
might enter) from the Holy of Holies, into which the High Priest 
‘lone might go—and he only once a year—and with sacrificial 
blood in his hand. 

Under that “dispensation” repentance, in the New Testament 
ense, had, in one respect, no place, as the particular sin was for- 
‘ven when the prescribed material offering was made by the 
inner through the medium of the Temple priest. 

sut with the coming of the “New Dispensation” was to come 
he direct dealing of the individual with God, and therefore the 

ian who was conscious of sin must put himself in the right 
ttitude before God. So, instead of merely buying an animal 
for sacrifice, he must “repent” of his sin in the sense that he 
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turned away from it, which is quite a different thing from merely 
“being sorry.’ 


“ce 


The Century Dictionary, in defining “repentance,” says: 


In theology, a change of mental and spiritual habit re- 
specting sin, involving a hatred of and sorrow because of 
it, and a hearty and genuine abandonment of it in conduct 
of life. 


This quotation is also given from Tennyson’s “Guinevere” 


For what is true repentance, but in thought— 
Not ev’n in inmost thought to think again 
The sins that made the past so pleasant to us? 


* * * 


Jesus, therefore, in the text quoted at the beginning, was 
bringing what was, under the circumstances, a new message to 
people still living under the Old Testament order of things, and 
with the new command to “repent” came also a new command 

» “believe the gospel,” the “good news.” 

What does the word “repent” really mean in this verse in 
the Douay Bible? 

A good deal more than mere “sorrow” or “contrition.” 

Here is an illustration of real repentance that did not involve 
either “sorrow” or “contrition” 

Many years ago a man lined up with several others at the 
bar of a saloon in St. Louis. 

“His” was champagne cider, and it tasted real good—so good, 
indeed, that the man thought to himself, “I like this so much 
that this would be a good time for me to shut down on the drink 
for good and all,” so he said to himself, ““That’s my last glass!” 

And it was (so far as anything of the kind “as a beverage” 
is concerned). 

That was the real article in repentance—a right-about-face 
movement so far as intoxicating drinks were concerned. 

That was the kind implied in the command of Jesus. 

I hear some pious Catholic say: “I have often repented in 
that way of things in my life that I know to be wrong; I have 
been to confession and faithfully performed the penance im- 
posed by the priest, but I have, within a week, fallen down again 
over the same fault.” 
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That is because, my dear friend, your Church does not tell 
you that Jesus came to save His people FROM their sins. You 
are not told that Jesus is a living Saviour, able to save from the 
uttermost to the uttermost all who come unto God by HIM— 
not by a priest or any man-made organization called a “Church.” 
If you will push your way to the Saviour Himself—past 
priests and angels and “saints,” and the Blessed Virgin herself 
as He invites you to do in Matthew xi, 28 of your own Bible: 
“Come to me, all you that labor, and are burdened, and I will 
refresh you,’ He will hear your prayer. Tell Him that you 
then and there accept Him as your personal Saviour FROM sin, 
that you “repent” in the sense stated above and that you claim 
His resurrection power to keep you as well as to save you, and 
you shall know that the sins of the past are forgiven and 
that sin has no more dominion over you. 
I know, because I have proved His saving and keeping power 
for over thirty years. F. G. 







HOW WE LIVE * * * AND DIE * * * IN COLOMBIA 


BY MAUDE NEWELL WILLIAMS. 


























(Continued from p. 158 in our May issue.) 


Why are the aisles not sprinkled? All the water obtainable 
in this city is brought from a distance upon the backs of don- 
keys and is sold at a price of from two to four cents per gallon, 
according to the season and locality. No one has the heart to 
waste it by pouring it upon the ground. It is never used reck- 
lessly for any unnecessary thing, such as the washing of ket- 
tles. “Why wash them, Sefora? You are going to have the 
self-same things cooked in them, is it not so? No, no, my 
Se*ora; I will certainly not wash the kettles. It is not the cus- 
tom among us to waste water.” 

At the close of one burning day, as the pitiless sun sank with 
a lurid glow behind the western mountain, leaving a blood-red 
sky, hurrying steps in the hot, still twilight brought me to the 
door, where stood Maria Jests, my old cook. 

“Of a certainty it has come very close to us, too close, my 
Sefora.” 

“What is it, Maria Jestis ?” 

“Of course, it is the woman across the street. It is the truth, 
surely, that the sickness has seized her. 
tagious, is it not so?” 














And it is very con- 
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“No, it is not contagious, Maria Jests; but it is highly infec- 
tious and is carried by these flies, which means that they must 
be kept out of the soup. We are depending upon you, Maria 
Jests. If you are careless about the flies we may all die.” 

“Is it so, my Sefiora? But what will you? I cannot help it, 
surely. They are everywhere. Of course, they are in the soup 
and the chocolate. Is it not that the acid which the Doctor 
Reverend” (the missionary) “sprinkles every morning before 
any of you raise yourselves from your beds will protect us? 
What ought we to fear?” 

“The flies, Maria Jests. We must fear the flies.” 

“Don Uribe has those things he calls screens on the rooms 
of his house,” nonchalantly. 

“Yes, he has screens in his parlor and sleeping-rooms, but 
none in the kitchen. His servants fasten the screens open, ‘to 
let the mosquitoes out,’ and they have need to do so. At no 
other place in this city have I been so nearly devoured by mos- 
quitoes as in that same parlor. Those screens come one dollar 
per square meter, and Don Uribe would need to purchase hun- 
dreds of meters to enclose rooms that might almost be said to 
have but three sides, lacking the fourth.’ 

“My Sefiora, the Doctor Reverend thought that he would 
soon clean us of those flies. He, he he! Surely I had much sym- 
pathy for the Doctor, but I had to let myself laugh, notwith- 
standing. So long he waited for that same receipt to arrive 
from the United States; two entire afternoons he himself la- 
bored in my hot, dark kitchen to make of that writing some- 
thing to catch flies, but at last he could not hold his flies. 
He, he, he! I must make myself laugh at that thing.” 

The mistress smiled. 

“Yes, he requested me to take charge of his classes one after- 
noon, remarking that he had something special to do. The next 
day he repeated the request, adding that he had not quite com- 
pleted his task. At dinner that second night I asked him if he 
had finished whatever it was that he had to do. He looked tired 
and dejected, yet he laughed as he replied, ‘I have finished with 
it, because I cannot afford to spend more time or strength upon 
it. But I have failed. I tried to concoct a sticky fly-paper from 
a receipt, but the flies do not stick. They adhere to the paper, 
wallow around awhile, and finally crawl off, none the worse for 
their adventure.’ I asked him if the trouble was with the receipt, 
and he replied, ‘How can I tell? When I took the receipt to 
the drug store to have it filled, I had to substitute something for 
everything called for on the list. Our city does not possess one 
of the drugs mentioned.’ ” 

Maria Jests chuckled off to her kitchen, as I slipped across 
the street to render such assistance as was possible. 
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The hut was unusual in that it boasted of a rude bedstead 
—greasy, slippery, like the dirt floor beneath my feet. Upon 
this bedstead lay the sufferer, with only the usual reed mat 
between her emaciated body and the grimy boards. Her black 
eyes, already sunken, burned with the agony of fear that was 
eating into her soul. 

“There is a remedy! There is a remedy!” she shrilled with 
a trembling voice. 

“Yes, it is so,” soothed the voice of an old woman who was 
tottering around the bed. “And it has been sent for. It will 
come very soon and your son will make the injection into your 
body. It is coming, it will certainly come! It will be here 
very soon now!” 

Presently someone entered bearing a tiny tube and a hypo- 
dermic syringe. The injection was made, the uncanny eyes of 
the patient straining to watch every move of the procedure. 
Altogether, thirty-one injections of the bright amber fluid ob- 
tained from France were made in all, dragging out the woman’s 
agony for five tedious, terrible days. 

The son continued his work. Why not? He had to live, 
and the day he did not work he did not eat. Every morning, 
after taking the warm meat to the market-place, he returned to 
his mother and set the unwashed cans, with their clinging flecks 
of meat, at the foot of the dying woman’s bed. They were in- 
stantly covered with flies that hovered about her. No measure 
of cleanliness, not the- slightest precaution was exercised in the 
care of this infectious disease. Every day again the man took 
his cans—unwashed—back for more meat. Was he not going 
to use them for the same purpose? Why wash them? 

On the fourth day preparations were made for the final abso- 
lution. Torn scraps of old lace curtains, borrowed from some- 
where, were hung about the one door. The hovel contained no 
window. Tattered white ribbons, much besmirched, were strung 
along the spotted wall; flowers were strewn over the sticky floor 
and over the burning bricks of the walk in front of the hut. 
Presently the tinkle of a little bell warned whoever was in the 
street of the coming of the priest. He strode along in his robes 
under a large colored umbrella, which, gay with lace and flaunt- 
ing ribbons, was borne by a servant. Behind the priest straggled 
a few ragged urchins and beggars. In his hands he carried the 
Host—a tiny, paper-thin wafer which, having been blessed, had 
become, in the mind of the populace, the actual Body of Christ. 
The tinkle of the bell brings every man, woman and child who 
hears it to his knees or prostrate with his face upon the ground. 

The priest disappears behind the swaying lace curtain. The 
droning of his voice ebbs and flows across the street. In five 
minutes he emerges from the hut and returns to the church, 
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walking with what dignity he may, in spite of flat shoes, flowing 
garments and gaudy umbrella. 

The last thing has been done. The soul of the dying woman 
has been consigned to “Purgatory,” to be bought out little by 
little by her son after her death. The Church never again rec- 
ognizes her existence upon earth by any prayer or service con- 
nected with the burial. 

(To be continued. ) 


PUBLIC FUNDS AND SECTARIAN INSTITUTIONS 
AN IMPORTANT DECISION. 
(Concluded from p. 146 in our May tssuc) 
GROWTH OF THE ABUSE. 

No other sectarian schools were chartered under these acts 
around Chicago till 1911, when the Cook County Kinderheim, 
an institution of the Lutheran Church, was incorporated. Then 
in 1911 and 1912 seven new Roman schools were incorporated, 
and from that time there has been a gfeat increase of public 
funds appropriated to Catholic schools. 

A law passed March 31, 1869, requires that one-half of all 
fines collected by the city of Chicago from keepers, inmates, 
visitors of houses of prostitution and from any person in any 
way connected therewith be paid to the House of the Good 
Shepherd, a Roman Catholic institution at 1126 Grace Street, 
Chicago. In addition to this, certain classes of delinquent girls 
are sent there and supported at the expense of the city. From 
these two sources the institution received in 1914 $26,790.80, 
and the total from the beginning doubtless runs into hundreds 
of thousands of dollars; and all this has been not inaptly called 
“the price of blood.” This law of 1869 was doubtless abrogated 
by the adoption of the new constitution in 1870; but since no 
one complained the law stands and the practice has continued 
to the present moment. 

For many years the city of Chicago has paid to the Catholic 
St. Vincent’s Infant Asylum, 721 La Salle Street, Chicago, the 
sum of $12,000 a year for the care of deserted infants picked up 
on the street. This is plainly in violation of the constitution. 

For the year 1915 the following institutions of the Roman 
Catholic Church, in and near Chicago, received from Cook 
County amounts as follows: 

Katharine Kaspar Industrial School for Girls, 2001 Devon 
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Avenue, Chicago, $30,500; Kettler Manual Training School for 
Soys, 2001 Devon Avenue, Chicago, $25,500; Illinois Technical 
School for Colored Girls, 4910 Prairie Avenue, Chicago, $17,843 ; 
Lisle Manual Training School for Boys, Lisle, IIl., $9,500; Lisle 
Industrial School for Girls, Lisle, Ill, $9,500; Polish Manual 
Training School for Boys, Park Ridge, Ill., $24,000; St. Hed- 
wig’s Industrial School for Girls, Park Ridge, IIl., $27,000; Chi- 
cago Industrial School for Girls, Des Plaines, IIl., $48,339, and 
St. Mary’s Manual Training School for Boys, Des Plaines, IIL, 
$54,265.33. Total, $246,447.33. 

From 1905 to 1915 inclusive the nine above-named institu- 
tions received public funds from Cook County amounting to 
$1,056,481.97. For 1916 the county board appropriated to these 
institutions $250,900. For 1917 one school was dropped from 
the list and $181,500 has been appropriated to the others. From 
1911 to 1915 the Cook County Kinderheim of the Lutheran 
Church received appropriations amounting to $13,887.59. No 
institutions of other Churches than those indicated have received 
public money from Cook County since 1905, and the investigation 
did not go back of that year on that point. 

CourTs TO THE RESCUE. 

No voice was raised against this unconstitutional expenditure 
of the people’s money until early in 1916. At that time W. H. 
Dunn, a private citizen of Chicago, sought in the courts to 
enjoin payment of money due from Cook County to the nine 
institutions mentioned above for the month of December, 1915, 
on constitutional grounds. The first case came to trial in Jan- 
uary last. Almost every witness by the plaintiff was unfriendly, 
the Roman archbishop, a priest, a sister of charity, a Catholic 
girl. It was shown that the religious teachings of the school 
were in accord with the doctrines of Rome to the exclusion of 
all else, that there was a great amount of this instruction, and 
that about three-quarters of ail the expenses of the school were 
met by the money received from Cook county; in short, that 
the school was using the funds of Cook County to teach the 
wards of the county the doctrines of the Roman Church. One 
lone lawyer for the plaintiff was opposed by three of the best 
legal firms in Chicago, including the state’s attorney of Cook 
County, but Judge Baldwin, after very careful consideration, 
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found for the plaintiff and issued the injunction. As was ex- 
pected the defense appealed the case. More recently another 
case brought by Mr. Dunn against the House of the Good 
Shepherd was dismissed by Judge Windes without being allowed 
to go to trial and, as declared by the plaintiff, without his con- 
tention being considered at all. Mr. Dunn has appealed this case. 
Eight of these cases against Roman institutions are pending. 

The case of the Cook County Kinderheim is peculiar. Op- 
position to receiving public funds developed in the Lutheran 
Church. Suit was begun, the money appropriated was declined 
and the institution surrendered its charter. Reorganization 
took place under a new name in a new location, and this year 
$10,000 has been appropriated to them by Cook County, and 
Mr. Dunn has begun suit against the new institution. The 
organizers have tried to make it, they claim, non-sectarian, but 
many leading men in the Lutheran Church, both laymen and 
ministers, are fighting the recent effort, claiming that the school 
is as much sectarian as ever. 

Pending the outcome of the suits, the county treasurer, since 


January, 1916, has refused payment of all public money to the 
institutions involved. And this year the treasurer of Chicago 
is paying no money to the House of the Good Shepherd or to 
the St. Vincent’s Infant Asylum. 


Early this year (1918) the Supreme Court of Illinois decided 
in favor of the Roman Church. 


“LIBERTY OF OPINION” FOR CATHOLICS 


The Papal organ The Tablet is described on its editorial page 
as “the Catholic weekly of the Brooklyn Diocese,” and as “pub- 
lished every Saturday with the approbation of Right Rev. Charles 
E. McDonnell, Bishop of Brooklyn.” 

In its issue of April 27, 1918, in its “Answers to Correspond- 
ents” department, a Catholic writes that the pastor of his parish 
had announced that his hearers “should further the cause of our 
nation by buying Liberty Bonds ;” also that Cardinal Farley had, 
according to public prints, expressed himself in the same sense; 
that while he “loved his land” and “cherished its liberty-given 


institutions,” he “loves his fellow-man and is forbidden to injure 
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” 


him; 


if he purchases a Liberty Bond he feels that he will be 
helping to “subjugate another nation, of nations, who are also 
Christians ;” will he not, therefore, commit a sin if he aids and 
abets this endeavor? He adds that he is merely seeking light. 


Unfortunately we have not space for the complete reply. But 
its salient sentences follow, and from the wording it must be in- 
ferred that the Roman hierarchy feel so sure of their ground in 
the body politic that the principles of their Church that are most 
diametrically opposed to American ideals of “liberty” can be 
boldly set forth without any fear of the “interests” of their alien- 
controlled institution being injured thereby. The reply begins thus: 


The attitude of this correspondent is unconsciously thor- 
oughly un-Catholic. The morality of things for a Catholic 
should be weighed in the judgment of the Church, Private opin- 
ion is a mark of Protestantism, but the essential characteristic of 
a Catholic is that he takes his religious and moral opinions from 
the people in authorities in his Church: that is, from his Pope 
and the Bishop. * * * The Catholic not only holds this [the 
Church’s about war in general] opinion about war being at times 
lawful, but also looks to his ecclesiastical powers to determine 
when a war is just. The American Cardinals, Archbishops and 
Bishops are our guides. (Italics ours.) 


The rest of the reply says that these dignitaries have decided 
that this country has entered the war with clean hands, and that 
Catholics should buy Liberty Bonds, Thrift Stamps, etc. 

Extraordinary as the doctrines above stated may seem to the 
average non-Catholic reader, The Tablet has the support of Pope 
Leo XIII, who says in the Encyclical Jmmortale Dei (1885) : 


If in the difficult times in which our lot is cast Catholics will 
give ear to Us, as it behooves them to do, they will readily see 
what are the duties of each one in matters of opinion as well as 
action. As regards opinion, whatever the Roman Pontiffs have 
hitherto taught, or shall hereafter teach, must be held with a 
firm grasp of mind, and, so often as occasion requires, must be 


openly professed. (Italics ours.) —“The Great Encyclical Let- 
ters of Pope Leo XIII,” p. 129. 


The foregoing was not promulgated in the Middle Ages in 
Catholic countries like Spain or Austria, but in New York City 
and Brooklyn in our own day and generation! 
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ITALIAN PROTESTANTISM IN NEWARK, N. J. 

The East Side Italian Church, says Rev. Davis W. Lusk, in 
March Home Mission Monthly, is a good example of the steps 
of development in this method of work. Seven years ago last 
November a graduate of the New York Christian Workers 
Training School was sent into the East Side of the city to look 
into an Italian colony and report. The result was that we rented 
the first floor of a house for thirteen dollars a month and began 
on Saturday with a sewing school of thirty-five little Italians 
(wild Indians!) The next day Sunday-school was held with 
about the same number present. Later a large hall was secured 
and preaching service was begun, this having been preceded by 
open-air meetings during the summer. The next move was to 
a store with attached rooms, and the final move was to the 
present church edifice, recently enlarged, and now the most 
complete plant for Protestant Italian work in the Synod of New 
Jersey. Rev. Peter Di Nardo is the minister, ably assisted by 
his Waldensian wife and two missionaries—one an Italian and 
the other an American. The church has a Board of Elders and 
a Board of Deacons, a men’s organization, a Christian I¢ndeavor 
Society, Camp-fire Girls, Boy Scouts, sewing school, etc. In 
1916 this church stood first, according to the Assembly Min- 
utes, in the amount of money raised by an Italian Church in 
proportion to members, and last fall paid over $500 for the 
enlargement and equipment of the new social rooms. 


The following suggestive paragraph is from the New York 
Times, May 5, 1918, in a department, “Novel Decisions in the 
Courts” : 

“The occupation of a residence by twelve or fifteen members 
of a religious order in garb, who have a small altar in one room 
where religious services are conducted every morning and the 
occasional use of the building for inducting novices into the 
order before invited guests, and the assembling of children in it 
on Sunday afternoons, are held not a violation of a covenant 
that the building shall be used for residence purposes only, in 
the Washington case of Hunter Tract Improvement Company v. 
Catholic Bishop Corporation, 167 Pac. 100, L. R. A. 1918A, 297.” 
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TO A GENEROUS PROTESTANT CHRISTIAN 


In the New York Times of March 17, 1918, ap- 
peared the following paragraph about the “drive” in aid 
of the Knights of Columbus: 

John Smith [name fictitious], 261 Broadway, said 
in his letter to ex-Judge O’Brien: 

“IT am sending you a check for $1,000 because I can- 
not evade my responsibility as a Protestant Christian to 
the young Catholic Christians fighting in the vast army 
for God and democracy across the waters.” 


Dear Sir—In my previous letters to you I tried to point out 
to you the need of placing the true Gospel before our Roman 
Catholic fellow citizens by showing you two lamentable defects 
in the religious teaching of their Church, by one of which they 
are deprived (in effect) of the advantages of receiving the Scrip- 
tures as a personal message to the individual, and by the other 
of the assurance of reconciliation with God in this life, and im- 
mediate going to be with Christ—‘which is far better”—in the 
hour of death. 

The present letter is suggested by a department store adver- 
tisement in the New York Times of June 8, 1918 (not 1518), 
at the top of which, below the name of the house we are in- 
formed: “We Sell Dependable Merchandise at Prices Lower 
Than Any Other Store, but for Cash Only.” 

On page 190 you will see an almost exact reproduction of 
this advertisement. 

With regard to the Scapular Medal, “which takes the place 
of a scapular,” it may be said that the latter “is a small badge, 
made of two small pieces of woolen stuff, about the size of a 
hand hanging by two little laces down the neck upon both the 
breast and the back of the wearer ;” and, according to a citation 
from a Roman Catholic book published in Dublin, on p. 242 of 
“Romanism Analysed” by John McDonald, B.D., Edinburgh, 
1894, “This habit has quenched the flame when thrown into the 
fre; it has appeased violent tempests when cast into the sea by 
those that were in danger, and it is a sovereign preservative and 
‘emedy against all the evils of this life, both spiritual and tempo- 
ral, insomuch that the devils many times have been heard to 
howl and cry most miserable, [sic] saying, ‘Woe to us, by reason 
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Catholic Soldiers 


The Catholic 
Identification 
Booklet 


Approved by 
His Eminence 
Cardinal Farley, 
Archbishop of 
New York 


Every Catholic in the service of 
our country should have one. 
Made of genuine, black grained 
leather, with snap clasp. Con- 
taining a HAPPY DEATH 
CRUCIFIX with gilt figure; a 
gilt SCAPULAR MEDAL, and 
16-page BOOKLET OF 
PRAYERS, with Identification 
Card and INDULGENCE 
PRAYER before a Crucifix, 
Also usual money compartment, 


Price, 68c. 


The Catholic 
Identification 
Pocketbook 


Genuine Morocco grain leather. 
Besides the usual money com- 
partment, it contains three con- 
cealed pockets that hold a 
SCAPULAR MEDAL which 
takes the place of the scapu- 
lar; a ST. CHRISTOPHER 
MEDAL which protects the 
traveler, and a PARDON CRU- 
CIFIX which imparts a Plenary 
Indulgence at the moment of 
death. 

All three are gold plated. Size, 
414x3% in, 84c. 


A pocketbook for 
Catholics everywhere 
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of the sacred Scapular of the Blessed Virgin Mary of Mount 
Carmel!” 

The pictures show quite a difference between the “happy 
death crucifix with gilt figure” and the “pardon crucifix which 
imparts a Plenary Indulgence at the moment of death,” and the 
“booklet” is provided with an “indulgence prayer before a 
crucifix.” 

For people who have been taught to believe that scapulars, 
scapular medals and St. Christopher medals and pardon crucifixes 
have any virtue in the sight of God, it is satisfactory to know 
that these items of “Dependable Merchandise” can be obtained 
at such low prices, especially as Cardinal Farley seems to have 
approved both the articles of which they form a part. 

The most lamentable feature about the whole advertisement 
is the evidence it affords that the heads of one of the largest 
department stores in the country believe real confidence in these 
trinkets to be so widespread among the Catholic laity, that it was 
vorth their while to cater to it on a large scale as a commercial 
proposition. 

Does it not sadden you, dear sir, as a “Protestant Christian,” 
to think of thousands of Catholic soldiers going into battle trust- 
ng (more or less, according to individual temperament) in 

happy death crucifixes” and St. Christopher and scapular 
nedals instead of the Saviour Himself, who says to you and to 
me, “Lo, I am with you alway, even unto the end of the world”? 

(The “Pardon Crucifix which imparts a Plenary Indulgence 
it the moment of death” is an entire novelty to me personally, 
ind I feel some curiosity as to how it works.) 

The fact remains that the Christ on any crucifix is a dead 
Christ, and the only Christ who can be of service to Catholic sol- 
diers is a living Christ, such as you and I know to the joy of 
our souls and peace to our hearts—a Saviour who is touched 

ith a feeling of our infirmities, who loves us as much to-day 
as when He gave Himself for us, and to whom we can pray at 
any time, in any place, about any matter, and who is both ready 
and willing to supply to us, as individuals, grace sufficient for 
any time of need. 

3oth the Apostle Paul (II Tim. iv, 6-8) and the Apostle 
Peter (II Peter i, 14, 15) refer, in my Douay Bible, to approach- 
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ing death, but they both write in a spirit of absolute readiness 
for it and confidence that all was well with their souls. 

Will you not, dear sir, do something to help the workers 
at Christ’s Mission to put the true Gospel before those who are 
taught to put their trust in the possession of medals and cruci- 
fixes in the hour of death instead of in the promised presence and 
power of the Son of God, whose gracious words of love, backed 
by Divine power, are directed to them as much as to you and me? 

Yours for the evangelization of the Catholic peoples, 


FIELD GLASS. 


SUBSCRIPTION RATES, POSTPAID. 
All subscriptions are payable annually in advance. 


Subscription per year............$1.50 To Ministers and Missionaries... .$1.00 

Single copy Twenty or more copies, each...... 10 

Ten copies to one address, per Agents, 20 or more copies 

PURE, GOOD cccscossscsscesece a year, each ........ §eseesvactcate 1.00 

Subscription per year in English money, Six shillings threepence. 

Remittances should be made by Check, P. O. Money Order, Express Order or 
Draft on New York, made payable to Christ’s Mission or to The Prot- 
estant Review, 331 West Fifty-seventh Street, New York. Cash should 
be sent by Registered Mail. United States postage stamps received in 
small quantities and small denominations. Do not send stamps above ten 
cents each. Do not send Canadian or other foreign stamps or money. 


Expiration. Tbe date of the address label, on the wrapper, indicates the month 
and year of the expiration of the subscription. It is a bill when the 


subscription price is past due, and a receipt after payment is made and 
the date is changed. 


Change of Address. In making changes, kindly send both old and new 
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Correspondence. All personal correspondence should be directed to the 
Director of Christ's Mission, 331 West 57th Street, New York City; 


letters relating to editorial and business matters should be addressed 
to the Secretary. 


Entered at the Post Office, New York, as second-class matter. 


FORM OF BEQUEST 


I give, devise and bequeath to Christ's Mission, New York, a 
corporation organized and existing under and pursuant to the Re- 
ligious Corporations Law of the State of New York, and now 
located at No, 331 West 57th Street, in the city, county and State 
of New York 


(Specify Here the Property) 


to be applied to the uses and purposes of the said Mission, in such 
manner as the Board of Trustees thereof shall, in their discretion, 
determine. 





